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Trial Is Capstone of Prosecution Force 



f WASHINGTON, Jan. 1 (AP)~ 
r Along with President Nixon’s 
resignation and the Congres- 
sional moves toward his im- 
peachment, the verdict in the 
three - month - long Watergate 
cover-up trial stands as one of 
the high points in the scandal 
that has dominated American 
political life for two years. 

As the jury announced its de- 
cisions, Mr. Nixon was secluded 
and ill 3,000 miles away at his 
estate in San Clemente, Calif. 
January would have marked 
the beginning of his sixth year 
as .President. 

Mr. Nixon left the White 
House on Aug. 9, forced to re- 
sign by evidence recorded on 
tapes that he used to preserve 
conversations he had with his 
top aides, among them the de- 
fendants in the trial. 

While still President, Mr. 
Ni£on was named a coconspir- 
ator -in the Watergate cover-up 
case by the grand jury but was 
not indicted. But- he was pard- 
oned by his successor, Pres- 
ident Ford. That precluded the 
possibility that he would be a 
defendant. And his illness, diag- 
nosed as phlebitis, prevented 
him from appearing as a wit- 
ness at the trial, 
f The scandal began June 17, 

' 1972, when White House and 
Nixon aides in the re-election 
campaign were discovered 
breaking in at the Watergate 
I corhplex of offices and apart- 
?>ments in Washington to spy 
, and eavesdrop on Democratic 
( National Committee headquar- 
ters. 

j: Called For Tapes 

f But it was not until July 24, 

. 1974, when the Supreme Court 
ruled that Mr. Nixon had to 
surrender the tapes of 64 con- 
versations sought for the trial, 
that he is in effect lost his long 
battle to remain iin office. 

The defendants in the trial, 
which began Oct. 1, included 
three of the most powerful men 
in Mr. Nixon’s first administra- 
tion: former Attorney General 
John N. Mitchell and the former 
I White House aides, H.R. Halde- 
man. and John D. Ehrlichman. 

| The two other defendants 
\ were former Assistant Attorney 
■ General Robert C. Mardian and 
I Kenneth W. Parkinson, onetime 
lawyer for the Nixon re-elec- 
t tion committee. 

All were charged before Fed- 
eral District Judge John J. Sir- 
ica with conspiring to obstruct ; 



the investigation of tne Water- 
gate break-in. . 

.Charles W. Colson and Gor- 1 
don C. Strachan, former White 
House aides, were also charged 
with participating in the cover- 
• up. But conspiracy and obstruc- 
| tion of justice charges against 
I Mr. Colson, former special 
I counsel to the President, were 
! dropped after he pleaded guilty 
to .conspiring to obstruct justice 
{• in the Pentagon papers case, 
j „ Mr. Colson admitted dissem- 
v inating derogatory information 
about Daniel Ellsberg, a de- 
t fendant in the Pentagon papers 



trial. He began serving one to 
three years in prison July 8. 

.Mr. Strachan is seeking dis- 
missal of the conspiracy, ob- 
struction of justice and perjury 
charges against him. Judge Siri- 
ca has granted him a separate 
trial so he can wait for the 
United States Court of Appeals 
to rule on his dismissal petition. 

The first witness in the trial 
was John W. Dean 3d, the for- 
mer White House counsel who 
became Mr. Nixon’s chief accu- 
ser. Mr. Dean, who pleaded 
guilty Oct. 19, 1973, to con- 
spiracy to obstruct justice, is 
serving one to four years in 
prison. 

In the same flat, matter-of- 
iact tone he used in telling his 
story during the nationally tele- 
vised Senate Watergate com- 
mittee hearings, Mr. Dean de- 
scribed how he and others de- 
stroyed evidence, raised hush 
money and lied in an effort to 
conceal involvement of Nixon 
Administration and campaign 
officials in the break-in. 

. Methodically, under ques- 
tioning by the chief prosecutor, 
James F. Neal, Mr. Dean tied 
each of the five defendants to 
the conspiracy. 

The question was, would the 
jury believe him? 

In their cross-examination, 
defense lawyers concentrated 
more on attacking Mr. Dean’s 
credibility and character than 
on his testimony. 

John Wilson, Mr. Haldeman’s 
lawyer, began his closing ar- 
gument to the jury by saying: 
“John Dean has a mastermind 
of chicanery, of monkey busi- 
ness, of flouting the law, of 
having no conscience. He’s an 
embezzler. He’s a liar, he’s a 
perjurer, he has a kaleidoscope 
of criminal activity which 
seems beyond the pale of an or- 
dinary human being.” 



Admitted Lying 

Neariy all major prosecution 
witnesses admitted on the 
stand that at one time or anoth- 
er they had lied to investiga- 
tors. The witnesses included 
Jeb Stuart Magruder, Frederic 
C. LaRue and E. Howard Hunt 
Jr. 

Both Mr. LaRue, a campaign 
aide, and Mr.. Magruder had < 
pleaded guilty to participating 1 
in the cover-up and were co- • 
operating with the prosecutors. 3 
. Mr. Magruder, former deputy 
director of the Nixon re-elec- ; 
tion committee, admitted he 
Hied at an earlier trial for the •' 
half-dozen perpetrators of the 
break-in. 
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turned spy novelist who had 
pleaded guilty at the break-in 
trial, confessed to having lied 
repeatedly. He said he then 
read the transcripts of the 
White House tapes. 

“I felt a sense of rude 
awakening,” he said. “I real- 
ized these men were not 
worthy of my continued loyal- 
ty.” 

The prosecution’s case 
against the five defendants fo- 
cused on these allegations: 

What Mr. Mitchell had ap- 



proved a political intelligence 
plan proposed by G. Gordon 
Liddy, a campaign aide former- 
ly with a White House intel- 
ligence unit known as ‘‘the 
plumbers,” calling for illegal 
electronic surveillance of the 
Democrats; that after the 
break-in Mr. Mitchell partici- 
pated in devising a false story 
told to investigators; that he 
had suggested that Mr. Magru- 
der destroy evidence, and that 
he had approved hush money 
payments. 

§That Mr. Haldeman had tried 
to get officials of the Central 
Intelligence agency to convince 
the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation to limit its investigation 
of the break-in, and that he had 
approved the use of a secret 
$350,000 White House cash 
fund for payments to the bur- 
glars. . 

<5That .Mr. Ehrlichman had 
joined with Mr. Haldeman in 
the effort to use the C.I.A. to lim- 
it the F.B.I. investigation; that 
Mr. Ehrlichman also had tried 
to get C.I.A. funds channeled to 
the burglars; that he had or-j 
dered the “deep sixing” of 
material found in Mr. Hunt’s 
White House safe, and that he j 



had been involved in the raising 
of hush money. 

<IThat Mr. Mardian had par- 
ticipated in meetings during 
which discussion included de- 
stroying evidence, raising hush 
money and giving the authori- 
ties a cover story. 

<lThat Mr. Parkinson had par- 
ticipated in the cover story and j 
had relayed demands for money! 
from the burglars. 

Each of the defendants testi- 
fied in his own defense and de- , 
nied each of the allegations. 

Blaming Others 

Mr. Mitchell's defense alleged 
it was Mr. Colson who ap- 
proved the Liddy plan and that 
Nixon White House insiders, in- 
cluding Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehr- 
lichman, Mr. Colson and Mr. 
Dean, were determined to make 
the former Attorney General 
the “fall guy.” 

Mr. Haldeman’s lawyer de- 
scribed Watergate as “a pimple 
on the mound’* of Mr. Halde- 
man’s other duties as Mr. Nix- 
on’s top aide. Mr ? Haldeman 
denied knowing that any of the 
$350,000 would be used as hush 
money. 

Mr. Ehrlichman said he was a 
silent observer during the June 
23, 1972, meeting at which, 
C.r.A. officials were ordered to 
try. to limit the F.B.I. inquiry. 
But the keystone of Mr. Ehr- 
lichman’s defense was his di- 
rect attack on Mr. Nixon, whom 
he accused of lying to him, mis- 
leading him and using him in 
an effort to save himself. 

Mr. Mardian emphasized that 
his total -involvement in Water- 
gate lasted only about 35 days. 
He contended his only role was 
as a lawyer advising the Nixon 
re-election committee and said 
he had been bound by legal 
ethics not to disclose what he 
learned as an attorney^ 

Mr. Parkinson also cited his 
role as an attorney for the re- 



election committee as the rea- 
son he had not disclosed what 
he had learned about the break- 
in. He also said h e had been 
misled by Mr. Mitchell and Mr. 
Mardian into believing that the 
Watergate burglars had been 
acting on their own. 

The trial was the capstone of 
the labors of the special Water- 
gate prosecution force, created 
m May, 1973, wiith Mr. Nixon 
still in the White House. 

The appointment of a special 
prosecutor was a condition set 
by the Senate before it would 
approve Mr. Nixon’s nomina- 
tion of Elliot L.. Richardson to 
succeed Richard G. Kleindienst 
as; Attorney General. Mr. Klein- 
dienst had resigned in the Wa- 
tergate turmoil on April 30 
1973, along with Mr. Haldeman 
and Mr. Ehrlichman. Mr. Dean 
was dismissed the same dav. 

Archibald Cox, a Harvard 
;Law School professor who had 
served as Solicitor General un- 
der * Presidents Kennedy and 
Johnson, was appointed special 
prosecutor. He recruited a staff 
of 38 lawyers. One of the first 
he recruited was Mr. Neal. 

Paralleling the investigation 
headed by Mr. Cox was the 
Senate Watergate committee’s 
inquiry. The committee, headed 
by Senator Sam J. Ervin Jr. 
Democrat of North Carolina,’ 
opened its hearings on Mav 17 : 
,1973. 

James W. McCord, former se- 
curity director for the Nixon re- 1 
election committee and one of! 
the five men arrested inside 1 
Democratic National Commit- 
tee headquarters, described 
hush money payments and of- 
fers of executive clemency. Hej 
accused Administration offi- 
cials from Mr. Nixon on down 
of being involved in the scan- 
dal. 
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Associated Press 

John J. Wilson, H. R. Hal- 
deman’s lawyer, at court. 



Associated Press 

James F. Neal, left, and Richard Ben-Veriiste, prosecuting attorneys, leaving U.S. 
District Court in Washington during a break yesterday. 



Mr. Dean testified before the 
committee during the last week 
in June. He said that Mr. Nixon 
had approved paying hush 
money to Mr. Hunt. 

It became his word against 
that of Mr. Nixon and his for- 
mer top aides. 

The break-through came on 
July 16, 1973, when Alexander 
P. Butterfield, a former White 
House aide, disclosed the exist- 
ence of the White House tapes. 

Mr. Cox swiftly subpoenaed 
tapes of meetings Mr. Dean had 
described. Mr. Nixon rejected 
the subpoena, saying that to 
turn over the tapes would de- 
stroy forever the principle that 
Presidents are entitled to re- 



ceive advice from their aides in 
confidence. 

Judge Sirica upheld Mr. Cox’s 
argument that not even a Pres- 
ident had the right to withhold 
evidence in a criminal investi- 
gation. Mr. Nixon appealed the 
decision, but in October the 
United States Court of Appeais 
upheld Judge Sirica. 

On Oct. 19, Mr. Nixon offered 
a compromise. He would supply 
edited transcripts of the sub- 
poenaed tapes to be verified by 
Senator John C. Stennis, Demo- 
crat of Mississippi. Mr. Cox re- 
jected the compromise. On Oct. 
20 Mr. Nixon dismissed him. 

The dismissal of Mr. Cox 
prompted Mr. Richardson and 



his deputy, William P. Ruckels- 
haus, to resign. It also touched 
off an impeachment inquiry by 
the House Judiciary Committee. 

Three days after he dis- 
charged Mr. Cox, Mr. Nixon 
agreed to give Judge Sirica the 
subpoenaed tapes. And Leon 
Jaworski* a Texas lawyer, suc- 
ceeded Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Jaworski proved as per- 
sistent as his predecessor. On 
April 16, 1974, Mr. Jaworski 
subpoenaed tapes of the 64 con- 
versations. It was that demand 
that led to the Supreme Court 
order of July 24, 1974. A little 
more than two weeks later, Mr. 
Nixon was out of office 



liAuayyaa uui, ui nauunai i eiepnon 

The end of the cover-up trial [graph Corporation. 



did not end the work of the 
special prosecutor’s office. 

At least one major trial re- 
mained, that of former Treas- 
ury Secretary John B. Connally, 
indicted on July 29, 1974, on 
charges of taking two $5,000 
bribes from a large dairy-farm- 
er cooperative in return for 
his help in getting Mr. Nixon to 
raise milk prices in 1971. No 
date has been set for Mr. Con- 
nally’s trial. 

Additional charges were ex- 
pected in other campaign con- 
tributions and in a campaign- 
related investigation into an 
antitrust settlement with Inter- 
national. Telephone, and Tele- 



